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DETAILED ACTION 

Applicant's response filed April 23, 2009 is acknowledged. Claims 1-3, 5, and 23 
have been amended, claims 8-22 have been cancelled, and claims 1-32 remain 
pending. Since new grounds of rejection are presented, this action is made NON- 
FINAL. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1. Claims 1-2, 6, 23-24, 28, 30-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Fissler (US 5,487,329) and Sollo (US 6,782,599). 

Regarding claims 1 , 6, 23, and 28, Fissler teaches a method for producing 
cookware composed of a base body (container base, 4, Fig. 1 ; col. 4, lines 35-44) and a 
multi-part bottom attached thereto (covering base, 7, with recesses, 8, and filling pieces, 
9, Figs. 2-3; col. 4, lines 45-59), the multi-part bottom comprising a capsule (covering 
base recesses, 8, Figs. 2-3; col. 4, lines 45-59) and an inlay (covering base filling 
pieces, 9, Figs. 2-3; col. 4, lines 45-59) received within the capsule, said method 
comprising forming the base body as one integral piece (round container, 2, with 
container casing, 3, and container base, 4, Fig. 1; col. 4, lines 35-44), connecting the 
base body (container base, 4, Fig. 1; col. 4, lines 35-44) to the multi-part bottom 
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(covering base, 7, with recesses, 8, and filling pieces, 9, Figs. 2-3; col. 4, lines 45-59) 
via soldering (col. 3, lines 50-55), and a calibrated multi-part bottom that is bulged 
inwards with respect to the lower side thereof a predetermined distance (preferably a 
covering base cold bottom geometry which is slightly concave; col. 3, lines 21-38); 
however, Fissler is silent to calibrating the multi-part bottom using a displacement 
controlled pressing device having a position control. 

Sollo teaches calibrating a bottom using a displacement controlled pressing 
device having a position control (drawing punch, 19, with matrix, 18, Fig. 7; col. 5, lines 
30-57). Sollo teaches that with this process, any kind of pot or pan can be manufactured 
that avoids bulgings deriving from thermal strain. 

In view of Sollo's teachings, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to modify the teachings of Fissler to include the 
teachings of Sollo because calibrating a bottom with a displacement controlled pressing 
device can make any kind of pot or pan which avoids bulgings deriving from thermal 
strain. 

Regarding claims 2 and 24, Fissler teaches that the multi-part bottom (covering 
base, 7, with recesses, 8, and filling pieces, 9, Figs. 2-3; col. 4, lines 45-59) is 
mechanically reinforced (attached to plate 5, see Fig. 1). Additionally, work hardening 
occurs during calibration of the bottom, which also provides for mechanical 
reinforcement. 
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Regarding claims 7 and 29, Fissler is silent to calibrating and connecting the 
base body and bottom in one step. 

Sollo teaches calibrating and connecting the base body and bottom in one step 
(Plate member, 1 , is attached to the semimanufactured vessel, A, which is already 
calibrated. Since plate member 1 conforms to the bottom of the semimanufactured 
vessel, A, it must also become calibrated while it is connected; col. 6, lines 15-67). 

In view of Sollo's teachings, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to modify the teachings of Fissler to include the teachings of Sollo. Calibrating 
and connecting the base body and bottom in one step would save time and speed up 
manufacturing of the product. 

Regarding claim 30, Fissler teaches wherein the cookware is a pot (col. 1 , lines 

5-7). 

Regarding claim 31 , Fissler is silent to wherein said forming the base body is by 
deep-drawing. 

Sollo teaches shaping by drawing which can be applied to flat members of 
remarkable thickness (col. 5, lines 22-57). 

In view of Sollo's teachings, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to modify the teachings of Fissler with the teachings 
of Sollo because deep-drawing can be applied to metal pieces of great thickness to craft 
a large pot or pan. 
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Regarding claim 32, Fissler is silent to wherein the pressing device is a toggle 

press. 

Sollo teaches a toggle press (drawing punch 19, and matrix 18, see Fig. 7; col. 5, 
lines 30-40). The drawing is advantageously simple because it only applies one 
pressure regardless of the shape of the vessel to be produced. 

In view of Sollo's teachings, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to modify the teachings of Fissler to include the 
teachings of Sollo because a toggle press only applies one pressure regardless of the 
shape of the vessel to be produced. 

2. Claims 3-5, and 25-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over the combination of Fissler and Sollo, as applied to claims 1 
and 23 above, and further in view of Chatterton et al. (US 6,149,053). 

Regarding claims 3 and 25, the combination of Fissler and Sollo is silent to 
reinforcing ribs stamped into the lower side of the multi-part bottom. 

Chatteron et al., hereinafter referred to as "Chatterton," teaches ribs that are 
stamped to the bottom of a pan in order to increase the bend strength (col. 1 , In 39-43). 

In view of Chatteron's teachings, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to include, with the method as taught by Fissler 
and Sollo, stamping ribs onto the lower side of the bottom in order to add extra bend 
strength to the cookware for mechanical reinforcement. 
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Regarding claims 4 and 26, the combination of Fissler and Sollo is silent to 
stamping the plurality of reinforcing ribs in a position controlled manner. 

Chatteron et al. teaches ribs that are stamped to the bottom of a pan in order to 
increase the bend strength (col. 1 , In 39-43). 

Though Chatteron et al. is silent to the specific manner, it follows from stamping 
ribs that the process must be position controlled in order to achieve the appropriate size 
and depth of ribs. Thus, it would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to include, with the method as detailed by Fissler and Sollo, stamping 
ribs in a position controlled manner to provide reinforcing ribs that increase the bend 
strength. 

Regarding claims 5 and 27, the combination of Fissler and Sollo teaches press 
stamping as discussed above, but is silent to simultaneously calibrating and stamping 
the reinforcing ribs into the multi-part bottom. 

Chatteron et al. teaches ribs that are stamped to the bottom of a pan in order to 
increase the bend strength (col. 1 , In 39-43). 

In view of Chatterton's teachings, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the combination of Sollo and Zani to 
include the teachings of Chatteron. Since the stamped ribs of Chatteron help reinforce 
the resultant pan, and press-stamping is known to help reinforce the resultant product, it 
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would be obvious to simultaneously press-stamp the ribs while calibrating the bottom to 
simplify manufacturing steps and decrease the time it takes to produce the product. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-7 and 23-32 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

4. On pages 7-8, Applicant argues that Sollo does not teach calibration using a 
"displacement-controlled" pressing device. 

Examiner points to the teachings of Sollo where a pressing device comprised of 
a drawing punch, 19, and a matrix, 18, are able to impart a convex shape to avoid 
bulgings deriving from thermal strain (Sollo, col. 5, lines 45-47). Furthermore, Sollo 
teaches that the drawing is advantageously of a simple type, implying only one pressure 
(col. 5, lines 38-40). This implies that the pressing device is independent offeree since it 
imparts only one pressure, and thus must impart the drawing based on displacement. 
Additionally, it is obvious that any pressing device can be controlled via the amount that 
it is displaced. 

Conclusion 

5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
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TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Steven Ha whose telephone number is (571)270-5934. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday 8:30 - 6 & Alternate 
Fridays 8:30 - 5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jessica Ward can be reached on 571-272-1223. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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/Stanley Silverman/ 
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